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PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

Mail Stop: _AF 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

Applicants request review of the Final Office Action mailed November 28, 
2007, relating to the above-identified application in furtherance of the Notice of 
Appeal filed on March 18, 2008. 

Concurrent with this submission, Applicants are paying the requisite fee for 
a one-month Extension of Time. 

Claims 1-7, 9-12 and 14-21 remain pending in the application, as claims 8 
and 1 3 were previously canceled without prejudice. The most recent copy of the 
claims can be found in Applicants' amendment of August 24, 2007. In the Final 
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Office Action, claims 1, 10, 14, 18 and 20 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,390,252 to Suzuki, et al. (Suzuki) in 
view of U.S. Patent No. 6,278,697 to Brody, et al. (Brody) and further in view of 
U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2005/0129065 to Loy, et al. (Loy). Also, 
claim 7 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Suzuki in 
view of Brody in view of Loy and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,965,674 to 
Whelan, et al. (Whelan). Claims 2, 3, 9, 1 1 , 1 2, 1 5, 1 9 and 21 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Suzuki in view of Brody in 
view of Loy and further in view of Schneier, Applied Cryptography (Schneier). 
Claims 4, 5 and 16 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Suzuki in view of Brody in view of Loy in view of Schneier and further in view 
of the article by L-3 Communications. Finally, claim 17 was rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Suzuki in view of Brody in view of Loy 
and further in view of the FNBDT Signaling Plan and the L-3 Communications 
article. 

Independent Claims 1,11,14 and 21 

Independent claim 1 recites the limitation that the multi-mode device and 
the second multi-mode device communicate with one another using the first 
communication protocol over the first communication network and using the 
different communication protocol over the different communication network. 
Independent claims 11,14 and 21 recite similar subject matter. 

As previously noted in Applicant's Amendment of August 24, 2007, Suzuki 
does not describe a first mode of communication in a first network and protocol 
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and a second mode of communication in a different network and protocol. Suzuki 
merely contemplates switching between different channels, i.e., frequencies in the 
same communication network (see col. 5, lines 38-45), to which the Examiner has 
agreed (see page 3, lines 5-8 of the Final Office Action of November 28, 2007). 

Brody describes a method and apparatus for processing multi-protocol 
communications via a single system. In particular, the system receives a 
message from a first communications device that includes the identity of the first 
device and a second communications device (see Abstract). When the first 
device uses a different communications protocol as compared to the second 
device, the messages transceived between the two devices are converted by an 
appropriate communication protocol (see Abstract). Such conversion is done by 
first converting an incoming message having a first communication protocol format 
into a message having a generic communication protocol format (see Abstract). 
The message having the generic communication protocol format is then converted 
into a message having a second communication protocol format, which is 
subsequently routed to the second device (see Abstract). 

As an example, a conference call may be established between a CDMA 
communications device, a TDMA communications device and a GSM 
communications device. The system on Brody receives messages from each of 
the devices, converts them into the generic protocol format and converts them 
again into the protocol that is recognized by the receiving device (see col. 13, 
lines 19-31). 
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Loy describes a system with multiple network support. In Loy, an 
instruction memory (204a) of a dual port memory (204) stores the processing 
instructions for a particular network protocol (see paragraph 0013). A first 
processor (202) and a second processor (206) retrieve instructions from the 
instruction memory (204a) to process data packets associated with the network 
protocol (see paragraph 0004). The instruction memory (204a) also stores 
processing instructions for a second network protocol (see paragraph 0016). 
When the network protocol is changed to the second network protocol, the first 
and second processors (202, 206) retrieve instructions on how to process the 
second protocol from the instruction memory (204a) (see paragraph 0004). Thus, 
the system in Loy allows for a device that can support multiple network protocols 
without requiring a redesign of hardware in the device when changing protocols 
(see paragraph 0016). 

Applicants submit that one skilled in the art would not find it obvious to 
combine the Suzuki, Brody and Loy references. Specifically, Brody relies on a 
conversion process in which messages of differing protocols are converted to a 
generic protocol before being converted into the protocol of the receiving unit. 
The device in Loy, on the other hand, supports multiple protocols. As such, one of 
skill in the art would be taught away from adding the multiple protocol support 
feature of Loy to the Brody system, because to do so would completely obviate 
the conversion process of Brody. Moreover, adding the multiple protocol platform 
of Loy to Brody would require the use of additional hardware in the Brody 
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communication devices, e.g., the additional processor and dual port memory, 
hardware that is completely unnecessary in view of the Brody conversion process. 
Conclusion 

In view of the above, Applicant contends that the claims are patentable 
over the cited prior art references. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
rejection of the claims is respectfully requested. Passing of this case is now 
believed to be in order, and a Notice of Allowance is earnestly solicited. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any necessary fee, or 
credit any overpayment, to Motorola, Inc. Deposit Account No. 50-21 17. 
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